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Editorial: A fraud is a fraud is a fre.ud — is a Nixon, 





Highlights ftxm ur. Hichols'* Appeal 

Dr, John Wichols of the University of ixansas Medical Centers, whose name and 
case by now are famijiar to '.'.1. readers, early in August turned to higher judicial authority 
in a new attempt to obtaia permission to subject tho Kennedy autopsy materials to "neutron 
activation analysis" with a view to determinfng whether the conclusions of the barren Coni- 
miasion are scientifically tenable,, were are some higtilights from the appeal brief whi.oh 
the battling doctor has filed with the United stetes Court of Appeals in Denver through 
his attorneys Sam A, Crow, John E, lifilkiason and tt„(l S3.ough (No . 71~123Q)i 

After a statement of the case - already discussed at length in rL - the brief, 
in its main section entitled "AKGUMEOT.V " first raises the question: "Did tna District 
Court Err As a matter of Law in £ts Definition of the •xem ' “Kecords" As Used in 5 U„S,,C, 

$ 551 and 5 552 etc,?" 

As 'O, readers know, the Kansas District court, for lack of a better definition 
of the temi "record" by legislative enactment, executive order or controlling judicial do= 
tenaination, had relied on VXebater“s flsw International Dictionary (second edition) for 
this "reasonably accurate definition;" - "'I'liat which is written or transcribed to perpe- 
tuate knowledge of acts or events; also, that on which suen record is made, as a monument; 
a memorial," decause txiis dictionary deiinltion di.Qn"t seem to lit autopsy materials, 
in particular the bullet fragments and marks Dr, Nichols wanted to test, tne District 
court, on yeb„ 24, 1971, on tne notion of tne Uefondants, had ruled tor a summary judgment 
to dismiss the case. 



Kow, the appeal brief states in bold, black typo, "The for^ -oing definition, 
selected by the District Court from many available, and relied upon for authority,_,has 
be en expunged from and does not appear in the cu.rrent ^Mrd 

International una'DridKed metibna^ pitted xn * (tiarge e.ici.amatiQn marks in 

the original - JoJ-O Moreover^ a similar quotation taken by tne court from an older edi-- 
tion of Webster'' s New collegiate Dictionsay turns out to have also been expunged from 
tne current seventa nflition of tnat reference work (again, this statement is emphasized 
in tile brief witn tnree exclamation marks^. 



un the strength of these discoveries, the bi-ief states: "It appears that 
the District court has relied upon obsolete dictionaiy definitions in this instance tmt 
were out-of-date, incomplete, and, above all, selective in nature- " And elsewhere it 
gays: "While employing ^ abbreviated obsolete dictionaiy definition of the tera "records 
the District Court failed to take into consideration the express, wHiording of the statutes 
and regulations concerned, nor did the Court take into consideration the full intent and 
purpose thereof, «sr example in 44 U,S,Co § 3301 it is unsmbiguously stated that tne _ 
word "records" includes many items for preservation regardless of form or aharactenstics. 
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Similarly^ the General Services Administration in adopting its definition of '^'records* 
has in 41 § 105“60^104 (a) aaployed the identical terminology, namely, 

less of physical form or charactariatics . ° " lemphasis added - in the original;, 



The next point of argament Ul) i® largely a matter of legal technicalities,, The 
brunt of the argument is that the Mstrict Courtg by summary disposition of the com= 
plaint, prevented the appellant ^Dr, Nichols; from demonstrating the factual merits of 
his case,-.-, ’’Cursoiy oral argument and incomplete research divorced from studied evalua- 
tion of the questions presented," the brief assei'ts, "are not a substitute for orderly 
and intelligent disposition at trial, counsel for the appellant have not been afforded 
the onportunity to make nn effective presentation of the i^dentiary facts.,,,," 

In Point III the argument stresses the irregular, devious and deceptive prooe®,- 
dings by which the national Archives gained custody of the autopsy material,g and other ^ 
artifacts pertinent to the assassinations "By virtue of a fiemorandum of Transfer, d;ited 
April 26, 1965, original author and content unknown (f.mphasis added - J^J,) certain 
items were placed in the custody of the defendant Arc/iivist Division of the ueneral 
Services Administration-,, ^ Subsequantlvp by virtue tf a "Letter of iVgreement' (R 31»5?jo 
dated October 29, 1966, executed on behalf of the exotrutors of the Kennedy Estate, 
alleged property rights in said itHSS. were forme Lly transferred to the Archivist, , = " 

In order to be able legally to transfer property rights in any item, one has to 
be its owner in the first plaos., That's axicaaatic in ordinary life, but all normal rules 
of law and behavior have been set aside in the President Kennedy aasassi.nation aase for 
the purpose of hoodwinking the public - with the Kennedy family, regrettably, cooperating 
at every step in thj.s orgy of lawlessness and decel t.-. 



"One must question the authority of tiw Kennsdy family, or its representatives," 
the brief continues, "to donate, much less exclude from inspection, items which are 
essentially the properties of the public, namely the citizens of the United States, 

Were the A»ray films .and piiotographs of an ordinsr-y. citizen exposed and developed at 
public expense in an admittedly public facility, .tII for purposes of resolving a mtter 
of public concemp namely a hoasicicie or a publ 2 .c uealth hazards it is hig’^y doubtful 
thSt the estate of this obscure citizen cou;.d claim a private prope.rty right with 
respect to materials supplied or seiTvices revederedo iJoubtless, the assassination of a 
President affects the nationjil conscience to a much greater degree tiian does the rau^er 
of a nameless private citizen, nevertheless, matters such as conscience and national 
remorse do not determine property rights, nor do tnsy i-endsT private what is public 
in natureo .-,,," 



Space does not permit to go into the. details of the following four points, but 
a st.riking accusation containad .in Point '/f should be noted-, In plain, unmistakeabie 
language, the brief here ohargsa vice Adisiral ueorge M-, Davis, Surgeon General, US ifevy, 
with rank perjury: vice Adiai.r?J. tevis' two sworn, but spy..rious 5 affidavits { H 48 

and it 100-101; each contain the earns blatant uiitxuths and false inforaation , ^ " 

In both these affidavits, dated, resoectively, July 2^1, 1910, and October 2^ 

1970, and designed, to frustrate Fa'o nichole' costplaint. Admiral Davis swore, the brief 
alleges, that on or about aovember 22,1965? that the autopsy protocol ^d all 

allied papers were thereupon delivered ov ei to agents of the_j^;^_^nt 0 g 
Ssrvica,.," (empha-eis added in the brief;, \rhsrsao in fact 'cne prosectors iautopey 
ih^H^ane) on the first f&iP of their still secret review of t.heir own prfoiB&nce 
» a COPY of ^fhic.h ia in the po session of liaJi'U LSTIBk and will evenra;iily bo = 

state that th« sutopay oro-ioool was 
G- burklev, the suite mouse physician, aJL®^^ 

brief)-, On the other hand, barren UoiiaEiBsicu E3Xd.bit 337 att©,ats tiiat 'i-he dr-Sit O' re 
autopsy report and ^vorki.ng papei’s wera dslv:var-3d to and accepted by Gaptaan 
00 !nmandirjg ufficei*, itaval nedrcaJ, dchool,; on nov, 24, ^.965- .l.n view o i. 

tne brief ctates, ,appsn.ant finds it difficult understand the trial coux._ oox,ac. 

attach any credibility t'> either of Admiral Davis" spurious atfidavj.te in sus-aming 
t-he motion of the dafsnd.ants. " 
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The yansl Ket'le*.? ^ctd~ from 'IL ill/2l) 

"A well defined zone of discoloration of the edge of the back wound, saost pro- 
nounced on its upper and outer margins, identifies it as having the characteristics of 
the entrance wound of a bulist,. The sound with its marginal abrasion aeasuras approri- 
mately 7 msio in width by 10 mni> in length„ The dimsnnions of this cutaneous wound are 
consistent with those of a wound produced by a bullet similar to that which constitutes 
Exhibit UH 399o” 

There you have it again, this absurdly simplist "finding" by four eminent 
physicians tliat the wound in the President's back is "consistent with" the kind of wound 
"a bullet similar" to Css 399 would produce., JStow, if the worthy doctors had added, "to 
the exclusion of all other bullets of oiiaiiar alza and siiape, " or some such phrase sug- 
gesting a minjDiua of certainty, their statement at least would have a aeaning, albeit 
a deliberately deceptive one, for they could never have put forward such a false claim 
in good .faith. In iinother context, I liave cited the ballistic precepts adliared to by 
all honest criminalists and firearms examiners and have quoted <ixpeid:3 Pinker,, Snyder 
and uadman on ths s-lxilarity of cte.ractaiistics and marks produced by aa.ny different 
makes of bullets fired fium any particular gun "out. of the entire world ucpulatien of 
guns," as they put it (TJ, 111/21, p,2). It strudo to reason, tnerefore, tht)t if ttet 
back wound in the Praaidenfo body was possibly "consistent with" tiie typo of wound 
produced by a 6.. 9 milliaeter-feuilst of the Buike that could be traced to 0eK3.1d*s riil-a, 
it also would have boe.n "cousistent witlr* -a 6.;5 millimeter bullet of a dozen different 
makes and fired from a dozen different kJhids of rifle.. This, hovrsver, the panelists fio 
not point out, because ti>.e.tr mission was not. one of fact-.finding, but one of make- 
believe and deception. Like the V.arren fommiasion, and foi* the same .reasons, they direct 
suspicion toward Oswald by every specious meauE and careftiily’ refraiit from makxng any 
statement apt to raise the .more peissibility ti.at the President might have bsso idi by 
a bullet or b\aiet.s .fired from a different gun. or from a different d.i.rection.. 

"At the sits of aAif|t^bove tha tracheotomy incision in the front of th-o neck, 
there can be .identified the upper .Vialf of the circumference of a cii-cular cutf:nsous 
vseund the appearance of wliich is charactsrt.stic of thfit of the exit im?nd of a bullst,'’ 



Kecause of ths shsor impudeaos of that wholly unsubstantia feed statement- 
.1 find it .Qsc 9 ssa.ry to quota .here again from tho book Assaesimtion file" by for- 
mer wallas ?o.Lice chief 'je.sse Curry, On p., 54 of thio book, CUrry deocribas the scene 
at Parkland Hospital as Dr, I'lalcoab Perry "sized up the sit'a.rcion" pri.o" to the tracheo- 
tomy ; 

"A small ne.at wouxid was in t.ha throat., Dr., Perry -examinsd the throat 
wound anc assessed it as thjentranc-a woun d... t emu hi-.sis added - J,J, ^ lie waj- r.o aiB,ateiAr 
at assessing woundi.. by tiis 'later ts; 3 fc.i.iaony he stated he had prcvioiisly treated fraia 
15U to 200 gunshot wunds,., - yr.. Perry immedl-s.tsiy obliterated the small hois in the 
Pre3ia3nt.”s ssack in order to start a ti'acheotemy, Tbio enabled v. tube to be inserted 
directly into the windpipe. The trachsotomy incision .later created corriroversy in the 
intsrp.rstav.ion of the Kannedy autopsy, x he f 'n Txun eoimission triad deeuaratelv. .to, i n- 
dicate tha t this vtC'Und was a.ii not an a ntran cs woutid- at the time P r._Perrv 

insisted th a t t he Presid ent avt s stu^t from the front — enteri n g st the th roat sn d 
exi ting c ut of ths back cf > " 

Dr-. ?tir:cy xa and las .always baen t.hs .sole roliabls .authority in tho. 
matter, The woa-:d ia tri Pres-idont'-'s noo’' was still fraah, the cor/t,-.M:rn t-f the bullet 
hcl.e cl. 3 .arly disc-aivo-cle to a m-an of his training and .ixperience.- A.rA hs not oiil.y a.s=- 
esrted, b'ut "ins.i.stcd” at the time =■ i,?,.- when he ssade hi.s fii"Rt=..Lar'..l report to the 
po.iice chief - tha'c thit; was ’an entrance,, not a,n exit wcun-d.-. That wac; of ccurse, befetre 
prs 3 surs 3 otarted bTillding up on the .tiaplos-s boctor, cauerng .'j; 5 3 to hack uovinf, to 
scae e.xtent, from Iti'; ori.ginaX fism stand in the matter by the tisg he was oar.lefi te 
testify before the h'arren Commissiofi, rfer £hs Coffliflissj-on, fioin the fit-ni't, sae deter'., 
mined ra sake it appear that this -s.^und had b-oen i^vused by Oswald - a total rapessi- 
biiitv if it was a.n «ht.rnnc9 wciuid, ito he conti.ouad/ 
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Ksv; Lig ht, on tb.e Robert iCgnnady aurder yraud ^ctd.j -- '1‘tie woifer Incident 



"In view of the extennive fragmentation of the bullet in Senator Kennedy's head, 
the obvious question wiiich lingors is who kiiled Senator Kennedy? Aa his \,3irhan’a 
counsel we are quits concerned that any probe be conducted in a spirit of complete ia-- 
partialityo The suggestion that the second gun was utilized by w’olfer to test the noise 
level is belied by not only Exhibit 55 but the testimony of rfolfer itself, moreover,, 
although it appears that the gun which fired the tlnree aforementioned bullets into Sena- 
tor Kennedy,; nr., Waisel and nr, Goldstein was destroyed in July, 19b0j a month after tne 
snooting, soifer claimed in the spring of 1969, during liis trial tsetimony, that the 
gun was ’still available,’ (Hsporter’a Transcript 4224} 

"Inassiucn aa a man's life is at stais;© ana we are attorneys of record foijthat laan 
now candamned to death row, it seems mysterious that neither of ue has been contacted 
so that any further ’invastlgation’ can truly bs bipe.rtiaan. Any probe of a police offi- 
cer’s ballistics examination and courtroom testin'ony conducted only by a group of his 
superiors in the police department, hsaded off by your express dlsclaimor, can only be 
re^rded by unfettered minds ss a ’whitewash,’ 



"Tnere is muen about tiie cause of death or Saiiator Kennedy wiis.oh has yst to oc 
unravelled, aimultaneous with the prosecution of the appeal, we r^ave arranged for 
William harper, a cosspetant and experienced criminaiiat, to delva into some of the enig- 
mas either unsolved or pointing to the conclusion that Sirton Sii'han did not fix’s tha 
fatal bullet. If truth be our quest, then let us join hands in an saaeavox' tD ascertain 
it, 

"Wo are ready and willing to participats in en eventohded, impartial inquii’y with 
justice as the only objective. If tnere is nothing to ni-de, then a sispla letter or 
phone call will eummon our participation and our s'lprort," 



So far the test of the letter addrasead on June Pa 1971, to Police Chief Ed- 
ward Uavie by Sirhan's new attorneye, Messrs.- George S, Shib.ley and Lrlxe McKissack, Since 
then, the whitewash wMch the two lawyers eavr in the offing has just, -ibout um Its 
course. It ia a whitewash of classical proportions. 



if it 
cal error, " arrl 



was at first, in the eyes of the ptjlice chief, a Bivinls iratter o.f 
than one of toving quite innocently usei.l a simi.lar aun t.o 



test ths Jioise 

level *■ both assertions being promptl.y exposed as phohles - the next stop of "she gu;llty 
parties of ths Los Aogelfjs power sfcrv.cture ws.s to iniriiate a lamt fo.r low-, Level scape- 
gcats. Although rievelopsaents iuivs been reported in the .Guoxican pr-sss iu tne usual spo- 
xt.dic and ir/conclusive manner, a discernible w.bitew-asn pattci'n has beg'n to Emerge, 
Instead of joiv-ing lianas with Sixhan’s iawyors m an iMpai'tiul. qusst ior 
txuth, ths new L.,A, fiati’ict Attornay Joseph Ao xiacc.h u/ho took over ifrem kvoilo J, 
lounger, one of tho ciiief arciiitecta of tlie JX>bert lvsm:dy ItAjrdrsr i'i’audo seas tis’.e a^.1 
concontrated his fira on the office of county (ilex’k srlxiass SbA.rp for rllsgisdly ipiving 
EOffieons access to the crucial evidonce ^guns, oJ.GtiL'.rv; ate-, > uox.ch ifaacr clvaisis say 
k'ive been "tamperad" with,, In a statement released on July IG, ioaseb. 'I.-iEed ha had 
e’-'idence that the Siriian case exhibits hfici besn liamlvd in defif-ncc r>l a court exvlsr 
by at Isast four persons, m waid he was " terribly concernad" about tni.tj beoauss of 
ths possibility that the lasro fingering of tlw b»xUei could era a® sroovoo which would 
prove fram Vild.ch .11 was fired, 

Whi’.e Uovmty Clerk 3iia.ip hirseif ase'srtejd that, hiji perso.nnl ir.’Jestigati'fii 
hid ".failed '!;o disoloss any miGhsndJ.i.iUj'' of the :xey sxhi-jitu, x.’j.G.s.Uijiixy bi.j.lc .a .i*a== 
moved fi'om Kc.unsdy’s body and from Oix'han’B guSo h® pxv,-Kic3a to eyopors 
for there were "still seas stenee untumsd, " In an attesepT. -SiO turn i..a.3E 

bheu p.Tec.uoclsd to Adriini.gter ii® dstec tox- testA to a xius.s«r i?f caspioycas 



.la'-'n 
With t.he UAp 
atones, Hessri 



.tuaCii and iuuxrp 



1 • J. j, 

I'csn 



X, VihAt rsHul CS;; xf i’..uyp 
svealed at thi.3 writing., 



ii.i the coa.nty clerk’ 
p'.rod.uced .has .not yet 

The next ctep- in the carefully co-utrivei oovsxi 
which ccnductea an iavcatigfitioii of the .viatuer fro®, ji.ut.,,‘3 



s »ver (i'ii.esttoc.ablc px'c'csdu.rs 



vrru to convene u gxiind. jury 



t It 



MU 
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(.to be continued j. 




